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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Gemma Gallagher

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I think the proposed changes are utterly ridiculous. What is the point in this? I live in Westbury
on Trym and I am a business owner on the High Street in Westbury in Trym. New proposals to
remove Westbury in Trym Village, it's High Street, its Primary School , it's Parish Church is just
unthinkable. This should be stopped. Gemma Gallagher
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Valerie Gallop

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am sorry you cannot destroy the village of Westbury on Trym's long history, the War
Memorial, Parish Church and Village Hall have to retain their historic links within the boundary
of Westbury. Its an ancient village and its rights should be upheld. In order that the above can
be complied with, the boundary line should be drawn starting at the junction of Eastfield Road
with Westbury Road down, along Eastfield Road, down Chock Lane to Trym Road - (if possible
including these two roads within Westbury boundary) and then to Henbury Road. This would
ensure that Westbury on Trym would continue to maintain all its historical landmarks within its
correct boundary. DO NOT LOOSE THIS IMPORTANT VILLAGE IN ITS RIGHTFUL PLACE ON THE
MAP UNDER ITS CORRECT NAME .
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None Uploaded
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Tayo Gandon

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Registering support for a new 3-councillor Ward - "Westbury-on-Trym & Henleaze". I live
amongst people who have enjoyed Westbury-on-Trym over many generations with use of the
village and its facilities. I moved here with the idea that I could also set up such a base for
myself and my growing family, enjoying the community and atmosphere it offers - celebrating
its history at the same time. I feel a councillor for the proposed area of Westbury-on-Trym will
represent votes but not the people of Westbury-on-Trym. This is as the facilities we use
regularly would no longer be of our Ward. Facilities such as shops, community groups and
charities, Churches & halls (not just used by the congregation but also for Fairs/Antenatal
Groups/ Baby Groups etc), schools, the GP practice amongst many others would be under
different Councillors from a Ward that already has multiple options for these facilities available
to it. I believe with the above points, the Ward as it is proposed would be unable to maintain
local ties with an associated loss of identity, embedded in the history and the facilities. Living
on Canford Lane, sharing the street name that runs through to the centre of the Village makes
this more poignant. Separating Westbury-on-Trym from its centre strikes me as illogical and the
proposed combination of Henleaze with Westbury-on-Trym as a 3 councillor Ward would
minimise any disadvantages to surrounding Wards by alternate proposals of potentially making
others single candidate wards to accommodate for numbers. If anything 3 councillors will
diversify representation and make the combined ward stronger in unison.
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Yann Gandon

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Ref: Boundary Commission's Proposals for Westbury and Henleaze Ward My wife and I moved
into Westbury-on-Trym several years ago. Our neighbourhood has been long established for
many generations and have praised the quality of life due to the village and local activities. As
a developing family I look forward carrying this approach. The Local Government Boundary
Commission guidelines highlight what “A good pattern of wards or divisions should” be, such as,
“providing good electoral equality, with each councillor representing a similar number of
voters”.The new boundary proposal consists of decreasing the electorate of Westbury-on-Trym
with the view of balancing it with Henleaze. This will result in Westbury-on-Trym having only a
single councillor; something unique as all the other surrounding wards would posses at least
two councillors. Furthermore the electorate is currently far more balanced than with the draft
proposal. Indeed the electorate in Westbury-on-Trym is now 8349 and 8118 for Henleaze which
makes an average of 8234. Based on the draft proposal the figure would become 4965 for
Westbury-on-Trym and 10159 for Henleaze; respectively a loss of thirty four percent of
Westbury-on-Trym’s electorate while Henleaze would increase by thirty four percent. [Please
consider the Microsoft excel attachment "Table_Westbury and Henleaze Ward" for further
details] The guidelines also mention about fairness and should “reflect community interests and
identities and include evidence of community links”. The draft proposal would starve Westburyon-Trym from its local business and its own social life. This would also deprave Westbury-onTrym from facilities such as GP Practice, schools, churches and community centers. To conclude
the current draft proposal does not seem fair on the electorate of Westbury-on-Trym and would
permanently damage the village quality of life. In my view the proposed combination of
Henleaze with Westbury-on-Trym as a three councillor ward would be the best compromise. It
would maintain a long-term fairness with no damage to local communities instead of a short fix.
Regards
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

James Gardiner

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We am concerned that your proposal to Bristol's ward changes will place Westbury-on Trym
village which is the hub of the local community within Henleaze while your new ward only
includes newer buildings west of Falcondale Road and none of the traditional heart of the local
community. We support the suggested WoT Society idea of a 'Partnership ward with Henleaze'
combining the two present wards into one and sharing 3 councillors between us .Thank you for
your consideration. Your Hopefully. Judith/ James Gardiner.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
13 February 2015 11:35
Porter, Johanna
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundary Review - Westbury on Trym/Henleaze

From:
Sent: 13 February 2015 11:33
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundary Review - Westbury on Trym/Henleaze

Dear Sirs
Having lived in Westbury on Trym for over thirty years and being a past Vice Chairman of the
Westbury on Trym Society, I am amazed that it has become necessary to write this email.
Westbury is a village unit which has retained its community identity and collectively acted over the
years to protect this identity. Of course everyone realises that times change and where it is
necessary we have to keep an open mind but I cannot believe this is one of those situations.
Falcondale Road has become busier as have all major routes and this was emphasised when The
Mall opened at Cribbs Causeway. At that time, funds were allocated to deal with the increased traffic
on the road and I recall spending time with the Traffic Officer from BCC to ensure that the crossings
were made pedestrian-friendly in spite of the Scoot system being introduced to maintain good traffic
flow. This was to ensure that the road did not become a barrier within the village in either direction.
Local people on both sides of Falcondale Road consider themselves residents of WoT. They use
and enjoy the shops, services, and amenities of the village which in many cases have been retained
and maintained by their support.
The WoT Society has actively campaigned to retain village amenities on both sides of Falcondale
Road, for example, 'our' Library, and the recreational space in Canford Park on one side and the
Village Hall and Post Office on the other. We now have an excellent Primary Care Centre
surrounded by an extended Car Park with retained Green Space due largely to the work done
collectively by all members of the village (from both sides of Falcondale Road) to prevent the entire
site being taken over by Sainsbury.
The village regularly wins Bristol in Bloom Awards contributed to by members from both sides of
Falcondale Road and which includes the library flower beds, the entrance to Canford Park and
various tree planting.
There is no need for me to point out the nationally recognised history of WoT as I am sure Officers
must have done their homework on this - suffice to say it is a very long history and important part of
the identity of Bristol. I am sitting looking out at a milestone in the cottage opposite as the old route
into Bristol and on Passage Road, the main route leading from the Aust Ferry. This route goes
1

through the centre of the village and I am not aware that it was ever suggested that it should be a
barrier between two halves of the same community.
Westbury on Trym is a community based around the Church, with Falcondale Road being a main
road within that community. The road may be a very easy and convenient way of identitying a
boundary but it has absolutely no justification in fact, history, or community identity. How a Ward can
be called Westbury on Trym when it doesn't even include the centre of the village, the Church or the
Village Hall (restored and maintained by members of the village community) is beyond my
comprehension.
If it has become necessary to re-draw artificial boundaries for administrative purposes, it would seem
to make much more sense to join the whole of Westbury on Trym with our near neighbours in
Henleaze, who also have a thriving community, so we can work together and share our identity.
Many people from Henleaze come down into WoT for a variety of reasons and visa versa so it would
be an easy amalgamation and transition.
I hope you will take my thoughts and comments into consideration when making this important
decision which has the potential to cause upset to many local members of our community.
Thank you for your attention.
Yours sincerely
D. Gardner
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Rob Gardner

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
Having the ward boundary between Bishopston and Ashley and Stokes Croft running along the
centre line of the road is devisive and will result access to services being inferior on one side of
the road to the other. We know this from other boundaries such as the post code lottery
defining access to NHS services, residents of certain GL post codes being offered a significantly
poor Welsh health service provision. To alleviate this disaparity and to create a united
neighbourhood the boundary should run along Happy Lane at the rear of the south side of
Sefton Park Road. This will result in a more cohesive neighbourhood with no differences in
access to services. I don't see why I should pay the same council tax and get less than my
neighbour accross the road. Rob Gardner
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

David Gee

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
My concern is with the creation of 1 member wards. I feel this is detrimental to the principles
of local government as it makes no allowance for sickness, holidays, family emergencies or an
unexpectedly large workload for the single member. It removes choice from the electorate and
doesn't allow for the fact that the single member may have their own agenda on certain issues.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/4531

02/02/2015

Local Boundary Commission for England Consultation Portal

Page 1 of 1

City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Chris Gibbs

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I understand the reason for the changes but you cannot place the heart of westbury, westbury
village, outside of westbury. It's idiotic. There must be another way. Find it.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
16 February 2015 10:32
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Westbury Ward

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Catherine Gibby
Sent: 15 February 2015 18:49
To: Reviews@
Subject: Westbury Ward
To Whom It May Concern
I would like to voice my concern at the changes in boundary which affect Westbury on Trym village. The changes in
ward boundaries will alter the community in Westbury which has a long history of village life.
Alternative sensible suggestions have been made to satisfy the need for political modernisation. I urge the committee
to consider these options more preferentially than those currently on the table.
Kind regards
Catherine Gibby
Sent from my iPad
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
10 February 2015 08:58
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Proposed ward boundary changes affecting Henleaze Lake Area.

From: Alex Gilfillan
Sent: 09 February 2015 09:36
To: Reviews@
Subject: Proposed ward boundary changes affecting Henleaze Lake Area.

Dear Review Officer,
I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed boundary changes which would change the ward for
the Henleaze Lake area from Westbury on Trym to Southmead.
On a personal note, having bought a property in Henleaze at Henleaze prices I am obviously concerned about
the potential downturn in house prices in this area, should it be moved to the Southmead ward. I am also
concerned about any effect it might eventually have on school catchment areas.
On a less personal note and taking a broader view, I don't believe the concerns and interests of this area will
match those of the majority in the Southmead area as the identity of the two communities differs
considerably. Residents in this area consider themselves part of Henleaze and although we are currently part
of the Westbury ward, I believe the needs and interests of the majority in the Westbury ward are a much
closer match to ours than those of the Southmead ward. The proposed change may well make your voting
figures look better but it otherwise make no sense to mix two totally different communities into the same
ward.
Ultimately asking people to vote in relation to an area they don't feel part of will result in fewer votes as they
won't take enough interest to bother voting. I certainly wouldn't bother should we be moved to the
Southmead ward.
Regards,
Alex Gilfillan
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Fiona Gleed

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Feature Annotations

1: Stanshaw Close

Contains Ordnance Survey data © Crown copyright and database rights 2013.

Map Features:

Annotation 1:

Stanshaw Close

Comment text:
These 2 properties are dependent on Bristol City Council roads for access

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Geoff and Janet Gliddon

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
We have been residents of Westbury-on-Trym for in excess of 70 years - we are both in our
seventies. In addition, we were married in Westbury Parish Church in 1967 and have continued
to live in Westbury since that time. The suggestion that the village and church which make up
Westbury-on-Trym should be transferred to a ward entitled Henleaze takes no account of the
history of this village. Westbury-on-Trym is in fact older than Bristol itself although it has now
been swallowed up in the big city. The history of Westbury can be traced back some 1200
years and that of the church for 800 years. The concept of it losing its historical identity and
being swallowed up by Henleaze takes no account of the history of the area or the feelings of
the local residents. One solution to this local dilemma would be to incorporate the future
Westbury-on-Trym ward with that of Henleaze and have three councillors representing the
enlarged ward. As Westbury-on-Trym covers a far greater area than Henleaze, we would
suggest that the ward should be called "Westbury-on-Trym and Henleaze" or alternatively
"Westbury and Henleaze". We hope you will take these views into account. Geoff and Janet
Gliddon
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
16 February 2015 10:32
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Local Government Boundary Commission Bristol

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Ruth Glover
Sent: 15 February 2015 18:00
To: Reviews@
Cc: Charlotte LESLIE
Subject: Local Government Boundary Commission Bristol
Westbury /Henleaze and Coombe Dingle/Sea Mills
Where communities like these have been established and living in harmony for many years is it really in their better
interests to alter boundaries merely to rationalise councillors' constituents numbers at great expense and disruption ? I
have lived in Kingsweston Ward since 2001 and in Bristol since 1982.
If it ain't broken don't mend it.
Ruth Glover

Sent from my iPad
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Yuri Gogolitsyn

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name: Supporter of the Westbury-on-Trym Society

Comment text:
I would like to give a strong support to the proposal by the Westbury on Trym society entitled
"Partnership Ward with Henleaze" - combining the two present wards into one and sharing 3
Councillors between them. The draft proposal for the new Westbury-on-Trym ward as it is does
not look natural at all - the historic centre of the village of Westbury on Trym is allocated to
the Henleaze ward. Combining the wards would also increase efficiency, improve public spending
and reduce red tape.
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Simon and Emmanuelle Goldson

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
As residents of
, we would like to object to the proposal of Lake Road falling into the
Southmead ward. We have been leaving in the street for 18 years and have always been
actively part of the Westbury-on-Trym and Henleaze community. As one of the examples, our
child attended Westbury-on-Trym CE Primary School and has established links with the area.
We have never been a part of the Southmead community and have never been invited to be.
Lake Road has always been associated with Henleaze. There must be a reason why it has been
called Henleaze Lake or Bristol Henleaze Swimming Club for the last 100 years. We worry that
if the restructure proceeds, our voice on local issues will not be given as much weight as now.
Therefore, we are against the proposal as we do not see how it will benefit us and the
community, either now or in the future.
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Bernice Gollop

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
12 February 2015 Dear Sir Boundary Review,
Bristol I write following publication of your draft proposals for the Westbury-on-Trym/Henleaze
Wards. I have lived in Westbury-on-Trym/Henleaze area for almost 50 years, having moved
here when I was 12. So much of the community activity focuses on the historic Village,
especially around the Parish Church which celebrated its 1250 year anniversary the year we
moved to Westbury. In my memory, there have always been elderly residents who were keen
to tell us what life was like in Westbury in the past. To understand how the community of
Westbury-on-Trym works, you have to appreciate that the ‘Village’ where the shops, banks,
cafes, pubs, restaurants are centred, as well as the numerous community groups like Toddler
Groups, Brownies, etc, grew up because it was the centre of the farming community. To leave
the ‘village’ you have to go up a hill, unless you go along Canford Lane which is the route the
river Trym takes to join the River Avon. Westbury grew as the fields were built on for housing,
mainly in the 20th century. Falcondale Road was built to ‘bypass’ the Village and has never
divided the community. As a child, I used to cross this major road to go to the library and
Canford Park, but it was never seen as anything other than a main road that I had to learn to
cross safely. When I lived in Northover Road, I continued to shop, bank, etc in the Village
because it was an easy walk. I never considered going to Stoke Lane shops because it would
have been too far and there was no bus that connected the two areas. It is therefore
understandable that residents like me are shocked that anyone could consider that the residents
on both sides of Falcondale Road are anything other than one community. Westbury-on-Trym
community could be separated if your ward proposals are not amended. I am old enough to
remember when Westbury-on-Trym was a 3-member ward and at that time it included Stoke
Bishop. I think a sensible solution to the Westbury-on-Trym/Henleaze issue would be simply to
put them together in one 3-member ward. I also wish to make a comment on single member
wards. No one person can be an expert in every field of local government issues and there are
numerous other committees like the Neighbourhood Partnership, Library Committee, Westburyon-Trym Society, Westbury-on-Trym Business Association where local residents expect to be
represented. To expect one councillor to represent their electors on all these bodies, as well as
attending Council meetings and, in many cases, doing paid employment is both unreasonable
and unrealistic whereas a team of 2/3 councillors can share the attendance and ensure that
their electors are properly represented. The same applied if the single councillor is unable to
fulfil their duties due to holiday or illness, electors would have no-one to turn to whereas in a
team of 2/3, there is usually another councillor who can help. I do hope you will re-consider
and form a 3-member Ward named Westbury-on-Trym & Henleaze. Yours faithfully Bernice
Gollop (Mrs)
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Lorna Gollop

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I came home from university this weekend and visited my Grandma who lives in Westbury-onTrym and I was shocked when she told me the proposed ward changes meaning that Westburyon-Trym would no longer be in the ward of Westbury-on-Trym. I think it is rediculous that
Wesbury Village would be in the Henleaze ward.
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Neville Goodman

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
It is extraordinary that the boundary reorganisation should consider cutting the village of
Westbury on Trym in two. Time cannot stand still, but to ignore completely the history and
retained cohesion of the area is plain illogical. The new boundary strands the western part of
the village from its facilities, so makes no practical sense either. The idea of making a
partnership ward, sharing councillors with Henleaze, seems a compromise that will allow
correction of the voters per councillor while retaining the historical and practical sense of the
village.
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Judith Gordon-Nichols

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I agree that it makes sense to remove the part of Redcliffe in which I live from Lawrene Hill.
The areas are different in demographic and not close geographically. I am in favour of the
plans generally too as they make good sense overall for the city, its residents and our
councillors.
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

Dennis Gornall

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I am a resident of Cliftonwood and have worked for the Hotwells and Cliftonwood Community
Association for the last 12 years. I find your proposals to be unacceptable on two counts. Firstly
the boundaries you propose will divide Hotwells and Cliftonwood a very long standing
community which falls within one parish boundary. There are two community/amenity
organisations with slightly different remits and boundaries but both of these organisations would
then find the Hotwells part of their interest split from Cliftonwood. I feel this would only help to
reduce community identity rather than reflect and enhance it. Secondly you propose to
introduce wards with different numbers of councillors. This I find very antidemocratic. If I have
the opportunity to vote for 3 MPs in an election and my "neighbour" only has the opportunity to
vote for 1, how is that improving electoral equality? Yet that is what you are proposing at a
ward level rather than a constituency level. Why should I have 3 votes and someone else only
one? This gives me more influence in Council, more councillors to help me with local matters
and so on. It just feels that that cannot be right. All voters in the city should have the chance
to vote for an equal number of councillors. I understand the need to try and even out the
numbers in any one ward but this cannot be done at the expense of equal voting rights Yours
Dennis Gornall
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
02 February 2015 09:01
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Bristol

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐
From: Wilma Gough
Sent: 31 January 2015 16:44
To: Reviews@
Subject: Bristol
http://www.lgbce.org.uk/current‐reviews/south‐west/bristol

I think the centre of Westbury‐on‐Trym should remain in Westbury ward and should not become part of Henleaze. As a
resident for 45 years, I cannot understand the proposal to split the heart of Westbury from the rest of the district.
Mrs Wilma Gough

Sent from my iPad
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City of Bristol
Personal Details:
Name:

June Goulding

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I object to WILLADA CLOSE being changed from Bedminster ward to Bishopsworth Ward. We
are part of Bedminster's community and BS3 activities and do not feel part of the Bishopsworth
BS13 community. I have always been interested in proposed changes within the locality of
Bedminster and have come to know the local Councillors and feel comfortable approaching
them. I did not vote for the Bishopsworth Councillors, and do not wish to be represented by
them. I follow and support MACA and GBCP, and the Northern Slopes Initiative, and the
proposed changes will split our groups with many wards, making it almost impossible for us to
continue as a community group working for the better of our area. Please return WILLADA
CLOSE to the Bedminster Ward and revise the boundaries to allow MACA and GBCP to continue
with fewer wards dividing us.
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
16 February 2015 10:36
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundaries

From: Marlynne Grant
Sent: 14 February 2015 16:07
To: Reviews@
Subject: Boundaries

To Whomever this concerns
I feel strongly that Henleaze would lose its ‘village within a town’ feel if it merged with Westbury on Trym. What we
have in Henleaze is unique. It has its own rank of shops, its cinema, its Waitrose, its wonderful library, its schools, its
Society and its two churches.
Westbury‐on Trym is a neighbouring ‘village’ but it has a difference character and its difference services.
If the two areas merged – some services would be collapsed and you would lose that sense of community and security
of being part of a clearly defined area.
Please, please resists this temptation to feed urban sprawl and try to keep the individual character of Henleaze. Once
lost it will never be regained.
Yours sincerely
Marlynne Grant – Henleaze resident.

1

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
10 February 2015 09:01
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Ward boundaries

From: Grenfell
Sent: 07 February 2015 12:34
To: Reviews@
Subject: Ward boundaries

Following the Stoke Bishop Neighbourhood Forum on Feb 3rd I should like to comment on proposed ward
boundary changes.
1. Sea Mills is a self‐contained area and should not be divided for purely logistic reasons
2. Stoke bishop is also a self contained area. To find more people to enable it to have 2 council members the
currently labelled Westbury on Trym ward could be added in whole or part
3. “Westbury on Trym” should only be used for the ward which contains the centre of the “village” of
Westbury on Trym which includes the war memorial and shopping area around it, and the church.
Patricia Grenfell,

This email has been checked for viruses by Avast antivirus software.
www.avast.com
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Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Egan, Helen
26 January 2015 10:56
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Comment on name of proposed new easton ward

Hi Mark,
Please see submission below for Bristol.
Helen
From: Jenny Grinsted
Sent: 24 January 2015 11:08
To: Reviews@
Subject: Comment on name of proposed new easton ward

Hello
The proposed new boundary for easton now contains redfield which is a distinct community in its own right. I
would like to suggest the ward is renamed to reflect this to Easton & Redfield
Thanks
J
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Alec Groom

E-mail:
Postcode:
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Comment text:
Seems reasonable.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/4315

16/12/2014

Pascoe, Mark
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Fuller, Heather
13 February 2015 09:43
Porter, Johanna
Pascoe, Mark
FW: Boundaries

From: PJTM Grovers
Sent: 12 February 2015 11:07
To: Reviews@
Subject: Fwd: Boundaries

Hi
I do not usually write to MP's or get slightly 'huffed' about some polititical issued and have voted every year
that I remember since moving into this street 16years ago in the WOT ward.
Tuffley, Delvin and Lake Road are thriving and happy community, with many young families in the area,
plus older folk who have happily lived here for 30+ years and help to bring a unification in the neighbourhood.
I am insulted to think that Charlotte Leslie considers Delvin, Tuffley and Lake Road 'more deprived
areas'. Why?! I doubt that she or Ashley Fox have actually spend any time talking with people along these
streets and asked them what jobs they have etc.
Exactly why do does Ms Leslie and Ashley Fox think that these roads would be better suited to Southmead
ward community rather than the WOT community. I think that you'll find many people along these streets who
are quiite affluent and contribute a huge amount to society and have very good jobs!
It is a really positive place to live. It has a thriving community, with much kindness and friendship. We have
celebrated on both Lake Road and Tuffley Road the Jubilee (to which the local news came to video and showed
what a GREAT neighbourhood it is to live), we have annual street parties, weekly coffee mornings in each
other homes plus walks, camping trips, neighbourhood watch programs etc. In the past 2 years, we had an
auction/fundraiser for a local child who has Cystic Fibrosis, plus a fundraiser for another child who has
Uveitis. We care for each other along these streets, which is a wonderful tribute to the area that we live in.
I would ask you to reconsider your proposed boundary changes, by getting local people's feedback before
making decisions that will potentially affect all of us who very happily live here.
Would Henleaze Lake become known as Southmead Lake? This is a very popular place for people from local
areas (Henleaze, WOT and even some of us in the 'deprived areas') to enjoy swimming and appreciate the
beauty of our local lake and grounds.
I recommend that the MP's come and take a look at our fantastic area/community, with an open view to
reconsidering the proposed boundary changes.
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Regards
Jo Grover
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Janice Guy

E-mail:
Postcode:
Organisation Name:

Comment text:
I feel that the Henleaze ward should remain as a two member ward. This is working extremely
well at the moment.

Uploaded Documents:
None Uploaded

https://consultation.lgbce.org.uk/node/print/informed-representation/4807

13/02/2015

